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DETAILED ACTION 

CLAIMS PRESENTED 

Claims 1-41 are presented. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejections in the previous Office Action 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been 
withdrawn. Upon further consideration, however, a new ground of rejection is made. 

Johnson is a discussion of the transient keyword in Java. This "transient" 
keyword is well-known to be useful in e-commerce to protect sensitive account 
information (such as that of online shoppers). 

Please see the rejections section for further details. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 1-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Johnson ( http://www.iavaworld.com/iavaworld/iw-04-1 998/iw-04-beans p. html (written 
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• by Johnson) and Venners ( http://www .iavaworld.com/iavaworld/iw-05-1997/iw-05- 
hood p.html . written by Venners). 

Regarding claim 1, Venners teaches "A method comprising the steps of: 
generating a software agent (especially the section Concluding thoughts: Object- 
orientation and mobile agents, i.e., mobile agents ... aglets are Java objects)." 

These passages of Venners do not teach "splitting ...code unit and a data unit 
..." in the sense of the claim. 

Johnson teaches "splitting the software agent into a code unit and a data unit; 
forwarding the data unit to the destination host (such as at section 3.8: "At other times, 
the transient keyword is used to prevent some particular variable from being included in 
the serialization stream for security reasons. Perhaps a password is kept as cleartext 
(that is, decrypted, human-readable text) within an object, but it must be encrypted 
when it's placed in an output stream. In any case, transient and static variables are not 
included in the output stream" - thereby permitting split of features such as code and 
data, not all which would be placed in the output stream) for the motivation of security. 

Hence, it would have been obvious to those of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the claimed invention to combine Venners and Johnson for the motivation noted in 
the previous paragraphs so as to teach the claimed invention. 

Regarding claim 2 (authentication, etc.), such features are well known in the art 
for the motivation of security. Regarding claim 3 (non-executable data, etc.), this is 
discussed in Johnson (serialization). Regarding claims 4-6 (various identification and 
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encryption features), such features are well known in the art for the motivation of 
security. 

Regarding claim 7, Venners teaches "A method comprising the steps of ... 
forming a software agent; executing the software agent, (especially the section 
Concluding thoughts: Object-orientation and mobile agents, i.e., mobile agents ... aglets 
are Java objects)." 

These passages of Venners do not teach "receiving ... combining ...code unit 
and a data unit ..." in the sense of the claim. 

Johnson teaches "receiving ... combining ...code unit and a data unit ... (such as 
at section 3.8: "At other times, the transient keyword is used to prevent some particular 
variable from being included in the serialization stream for security reasons. Perhaps a 
password is kept as cleartext (that is, decrypted, human-readable text) within an object, 
but it must be encrypted when it's placed in an output stream. In any case, transient and 
static variables are not included in the output stream" - thereby permitting split of 
features such as code and data, not all which would be placed in the output stream) for 
the motivation of security. 

Hence, it would have been obvious to those of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the claimed invention to combine Venners and Johnson for the motivation noted in 
the previous paragraphs so as to teach the claimed invention. 

Regarding claims 8-32 (various data handlings, especially in encryption and 
identification) such features are well known in the art for the motivation of security. 
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Regarding claim 33, Venners teaches "A system comprising : a software agent, 
(especially the section Concluding thoughts: Object-orientation and mobile agents, i.e., 
mobile agents ... aglets are Java objects)." 

These passages of Venners do not teach "... split... code unit and a data unit ..." 
in the sense of the claim. 

Johnson teaches split... code unit and a data unit ... (such as at section 3.8: 
"At other times, the transient keyword is used to prevent some particular variable from 
being included in the serialization stream for security reasons. Perhaps a password is 
kept as cleartext (that is, decrypted, human-readable text) within an object, but it must 
be encrypted when it's placed in an output stream. In any case, transient and static 
variables are not included in the output stream" - thereby permitting split of features 
such as code and data, not all which would be placed in the output stream) for the 
motivation of security. 

Hence, it would have been obvious to those of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the claimed invention to combine Venners and Johnson for the motivation noted in 
the previous paragraphs so as to teach the claimed invention. 

Regarding claim 34, 35 (authentication, etc:), such features are well known in the 
art for the motivation of security. Regarding claim 36 (non-executable data, etc.), this is 
discussed in Johnson (serialization). Regarding claims 37-41 (various identification and 
encryption features), such features are well known in the art for the motivation of 
security. 
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Conclusion 

The art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The art disclosed general background. 

Points of Contact 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 746-7239, (for formal communications intended for entry) 
Or: 

(703) 746-5606 (for informal or draft communications, please label "PROPOSED" or 
"DRAFT") 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Jung whose telephone number is (571) 272-3836 
or Greg Morse whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-3838. 



David Jung 



Patent Examiner 
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